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FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 


tHE PRESBYTERIAN MAGAZINE. 


(Review of No. 2. Continued.) 


The punishments which God inflicts 
upon man, in consequence of his trans- 
gression, must be for some end, or to 
effect some purpose, and that this end 
or purpose is a goud and reasonable one, 
honorary to God, and salutary to the 
creature, we have a right to conclude, 
because the Deity himself is constituted 
of goodness and wisdom, and can, in 
his providence, propose nothing which 
is contrary to those principles ; ; now, 
a punishment, consisting of eternal 
misery, and inflicted, only because sin 
merits such punishment ; ; (see, Mr Petts’ 
essay, p. 50 col. 1.) a punishment which 
shall not tend to prevent the commis- 
sion of sin to all eternity, or to reform 
the sinner ;—from which no advan- 
tage will result to the punisher or the 
punished ; or in other words, a vindic- 
tive punishment, has no end in view 
either in relation to God, or the crea- 
ture, and cannot, therefore be in accor- 
dance with even human, much less, zn- 
finite wisdom. ; 

That God is a being, sovereign and 
independant, and has, therefore, aright 
to deal with man according to his own 
will and pleasure, cannot be denied ; 
yet, at the same time, it is impossible 
for God to exercise his sovereignty, in 
any other manner, than in strict coin- 
cidence with his nature, which is love, 
and the relation which he bears to his 
creatures, that of a parent. 

All the attributes of God are inti- 
mately connected, and, all in strict uni- 
son one with the other, so that when 
God exercises his power, it is connect- 
ed with wisdom and goodness, and, 
when he exercises his mercy, it is join- 
ed with justice and power ; for, as oth 
power of God is not to be viewed ; 
blind and arbitrary, undirected by in- 
‘finite goodness, neither is his goodness 
to be considered as simply a disposi- 











tion in his nature to do good, uncon- 
trolled in any one instance, by wisdom 
and justice ; so that, when divine j jus- 
tice inflicts punishment upon the sin- 
ner, it is not distinct from, but in per- 
fect harmony with infinite goodness, 
and consequently, can never inflict any 
thing onan individual of the human 
race, which shall be to that individual 
an eternal evil, to the exclusion, forev- 
er, of any degree of real happiness ; 
for, God being equally the father of all 
his creatures, must act on precisely the 
same principles in regard to each and 
all of them.—He is good unto all with- 
out exception, (Psalm cxlv. v. 9) and 
will, therefore, in all his dealings to- 
wards them, have their best possible 
good in view ; even in those chastise- 
ments which would appear te originate 
in wrath, and which are not joy ous, but, 
for the time being, grevious. Our fa. 
thers of the flesh, may, sometimes, for 
their own pleasure, afflict us, but the 
father of our spirits chasteneth us al- 
ways ‘for our profit, that we may be 
partakers of his holiness. ” Heb. xii. 6. 
That God does not hate the sinner, 
is abundantly proven by the scriptures, 
which declare, that God “ while “we 
were yet sinne rs” loved us, and that it 
was in consequence of this love, he de- 
vised the plan of our salvation from 
sin, through oe Christ, his son. 
(Luke vi. 35.—5 John 1 il. 16, 17.— 
1 John iii. pe John i iv. 9, 10.—Ro- 
mans v. 6, 7.) God, however, hates 
sin ;-—not because, as Mr. Potts main- 
tains, ‘it is an injury inflicted on God ;” 
(see essay, p. 50, col, 2,) but, because it 
is opposed to his holy nature, ‘and i 1S pro- 
ductive of misery in his beloved off- 
spring. No action of the creature, 
whether good or bad, can either benefit 
or injure the almighty ;—“ Is it any 
pleasure to the almighty that thou art 
righteous ; or is it any gain to him that 
thou makest thy ways perfect?” Job 
xxii. 3. But, if sin were an injury to 
the Almighty, the refusing to redeem 
the finally impenitent, as the ‘y are term- 
ed, and the continuing them ip sia and 











misery to all eternity, would be merely 
God’s perpetuating and augmenting his 
own injury. 

That which God hates will be final- 
ly destroyed, for he expressly declares, 
that he will destroy evil and remove 
iniquity from his creatures ; (Psalm 
xx1.10. Isat. xxv. 7, 2 Thess. 27.8. 1 
Fohn iii. 8.) but if in.so doing, God 
were to destroy, also, the happiness of 
the creature he loves, and God equally 
loves all his creatures, for ‘* had he ha- 
ted any, he would not have created 
them,” (Book of Wisdom) could we 
with propriety say that he is wise and 
good in all his ways ; or, that his plan 
was perfect, when we are taught, that 
in the much greater number of instan- 
ces, it will fail of producing any good 
effect whatever. 

The dealings of God in reference to 
sinners, are forcibly expressed in the 
twenty sixth chapter of Leviticus, and 
from it, we most clearly learn, that the 
intent of divine punishment is to con- 
quer the sinful disposition which ex- 
ists in the hearts. of the wicked, and 
their stubborn resistance to the com- 
mands of The Most High ; to bring 
them to repentance, that their hearts 
being humbled, they may accept of the 
punishment of their iniquity, and then, 
will the Lord remember them, and not 
cast them away, nor destroy them ut- 
terly, but will remember the covenant 
of their ancestors ; or, in other words, 
receive them again into favour, and, 
by his grace shed abroad in their 
hearts, render them capable of enjoy- 
ing the happiness of heaven. 

That the punishment, which has for 
its end the reformation of the criminal 
cannot be eternal in its nature, but, will 
effect its purpose, and then cease, must 
be very evident to all our readers ; and, 
that the punishments devised by infinite 
wisdom are of a salutary nature, in re- 
gard to all on whom they are inflicted, 
we think we have already fully shewn 
which of course will lead us at once to 
the conclusion, that they are not, as 
our opponents declare, eternal. As, 
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however, the scriptures are very full 
and decissive on this subject, we shall 
make a few more extracts from them, 
all of which prove, that “ the anger of 
the Lord,” comparatively speaking, 
“ endureth but for a moment,” while 
his favour is life eternal (See Psalm 
xxx. 5.) ‘ The Lord wil/ not cast off 
saith the prophet, ‘“ but, 
though he cause grief, yet will he have 
compassion according to the multitude 
of his mercies ; for he doth not afflict 
willingly, nor grieve the children of 
men.” Jeremiah. Lament. iii. 31. “ The 
Lord will not always chide, neither 
will he keep his anger forever.” (Psalm 
ciii. 9.) “I will not contend forever,” 
saith the Lord, * neither will I be al- 
ways wroth, for the spirits would fail 
before me, and the souls which I have 
made.” (Isai. lvii. 16.) 

The above, I conceive to be fully 
sufficient, of itself, to prove the falsity 
of that doctrine which maintains the 
eternal misery of any part of God’s ra- 
tional creatures, but, when taken in cen- 
nection with the clear and express de- 
clarations of scripture, that God will 
have all men to be saved, and that in 
consequence of that will, Christ came 
into the world to redeem all mankind 
without any reserve, not the shadow of 
a doubt can be left on the mind of any 
one who carefully studies the word of 
God, and implicitly believes in all its 
promises. 

“ Thoughts on lay preaching” by Rev. 
W. M. Engles.—The office of a public 
teacher of the doctrines of Religion, is 
one of high importance, and great res- 
ponsibility; and no one should enter 
upon the duties of it, who is not fully 
prepared, by a proper disposition, com- 
petent abilities, and a liberal education, 


directed particularly to a knowledge of 


those languages in which the scriptures 
were originally written, and an intima- 
cy with biblical criticism :—whatever 
private regulations particular congre-|m 
gations may adopt in order to exclude 
all from the ministry who are not thus 
properly qualified, are to be approved 
of ; but, to prevent any one from teach- 
ing publicly, however great may be his 
competency, merely because he has not 
received the authority of human insti- 
tutions, as is desired by the writer of 
the article before us, is, in our opinion, 
assuming an inquisitorial power, which 
meither reason nor the scriptures will 
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warrant. We do not believe that lay 
preaching is contrary to the ordinance 
of God, as is asserted by Mr. Engles, 
and we conceive it would have been 
more becoming in him, instead of pro- 
claiming so important a doctrine sim- 
ply on his own assertion, to have given 
us some evidence in support of it, if 
there be any, from the scriptures.— 
Mr. E. seems to imply, also, that the 
ministers of the present day are the 
regular successors of the apostles, (see 
essay p. 52. col. 2.) but this can be 
proved not to be the case. With res- 
pect to the heads of Presbyterian chur- 
ches, those who are acquainted with 
the history of the events of the six- 
teenth and seventeenth centuries, know 
to what period and authority they 
must trace back their “ regular succes- 
sion.” Notwithstanding however these 
points of difference between us and 
Mr. Engles, his essay contains many 
very judicious observations, and is well 
deserving of a perusal. 

“ On Christ’s speaking in Parables” 
by Rev. T. H. Skinner. This article 
being unfinished, prevents us from en- 
tering into any particular examination 
of it. It contains, as far as it is pub- 
lished, some good observations, but, 
we cannot agree with the writer, in 
saying, that Christ spoke in parables, 
or did any thing, in order that, by so 
doing, the prophets might be fulfilled, 
we would rather say, that zn the actions 
of Christ, by all of which God intended 
to produce wise and determinate ef- 
fects, the prophets were fulfilled, or in 
other words, Christ acted in respect to 
the ultimate intent or result of the ac- 
tion, and not merely because the pro- 
phets foretold he would so act. 

We are fearful, from many of the 
expressions of Mr. Skinner, in this es- 
say, that, because it is declared by 
Christ, that it was not given for the 
Jewish multitude to understand the 

mysteries of the kingdom, and because, 
in the counsels of God, they were to 
be included in unbelief, he wishes to 
establish from this fact, the doctrine 
that there are some of God’s creatures, 
from whom he will finally withhold 
his grace ; but, such reasoning evinces 
very little knowledge of the Scriptures, 
which assure us, that even this appa- 
rently partial and arbitrary conduct of 
the Deity, was for a merciful and wise 
purpose in regard to those very per- 





sons who were thus blinded, and shut 
out for a season from the kingdom of 
God, as Mr. S. will learn by a peru. 
sal of the epistle to the Romans, par- 
ticularly the eleventh chapter. 

Building doctrines on detached pas- 
sages of scripture, without taking into 
consideration the connexion of the 
whole testimony, has been a fruitful 
source of those errors which have de- 
tracted from the pure spirit of Chris- 
tianity. 

‘* Some articles of faith,in which an- 
titrinitarians and Trinitarians accord,” 
By E. S. Ely D. D. This is one of 
the most remarkable and disingenuous 
articles we recollect to have ever seen, 
purporting to be from the pen of any one 
laying the least claim to the character 
of a dignified and candid clergyman— 
what has been Dr. Ely’s intention in 
publishing it, we cannot divine, except- 
ing it be to impose upon the ignorant. 

In it, Dr. E. extracts from the “ Uni- 
tarian Miscellany,” several proposi- 
tions, which are there given as an out- 
line of the Unitarian faith, and after 
adding here and there words and sen- 
tences of his own, so as to bring them 
to correspond with the principle doc- 
trine of Calvinists, he declares, that in 
these propositions Trinitarians and Uni- 
tarians agree. But, if these things be 
true, why are Unitarians in the very 
number before us, ranked with Ma- 
hometans, and declared to be enemies 
to christianity —(page 89. col. 1—2 
and giving to them the right hand of 
fellowship considered asa criminal act. 
(page 86. col, 1.)—But, notwithstand- 
ing the assertions of Dr. Ely to the 
contrary, there Is no agreement in doc- 
trine between Unitarians and Calvin- 
ism, not even in the propositions quo- 
ted by Dr. Ely without alteration. 
By the same species of necromancy 
made use of by this reverend gentle- 
man, the most discordant .opinions 
might be brought to accord, and by it, 
it might even be proved that Dr. E, 
was a believer in the doctrines of di- 
vine revelation, that “* There is but one 
God, the father” * * who will have all 
men to be saved ;”’+ and who, in conse- 
quence of that determination, in due 
time, ‘“*sent his only begotten son into 
the world” } “to give himself a ransom 
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for all”* and “be the propitiation for 
the sins of the whole world,’’} that in the 
fulfillness of times “ all things being re- 
conciled to God’’} * every knee should 
bow in righteousness and strength,’’§ 
and * God be all and in all” 

Dr. Ely declares in this essay, that 
Christ asserted himself to be the true 
God ; (page 69. col. i.) now, we chal- 
lenge him to prove this bold assertion 


by pointing out to us the passage of 


holy writ in which this declaration is 
contained, and until this be done, he 
*. Je'excuse us for not believing in it. 

As the residue of the original articles 
in this number do not advocate any 
gross errors, we do not think it neces- 
sary to enter into any examination of 
them ; with respect to the “ obituary 
notice of Mrs. Sarah Ralston,” we ad- 
mire the truly amiable character of the 
deceased, and sincerely regret the loss 
of her example and her services, par- 
ticularly so, as her religion appears to 
have been founded upon the very prin- 
ciples advocated by universalists.— 
Faith in the Lord Jesus Christ, and a 
repentance springing * not from a dread 
of everlasting punishment, tormenting 
and distracting the soul ;” but from a 
view of the hateful nature of sin, “as 
opposed to the infinite purity and 
holy will of our sovereign lawgiver, 
sweetly melting and dissolving the heart 
into penitent shame, and godly sorrow ; 
and a belief, that without love to God 
and man, the imevitable fruits of true 
faith, devotion degenerates into mere 
form, and acts of charity amount to no- 
thing more than the shew of obedience.” 
(Page 82. col. 1.) And we would now 
seriously inquire, if a repentance and 
faith, in which eternal punishment had 
no agency, was productive of such ex- 
cellent fruits m the deceased, and me- 
rits the approbation of her biographer, 
why faith and repentance founded on 
similar principles in universalists, 1s 
reprobated by our opponents as danger- 
Ous in the extreme. 

In taking leave of this number, we 
would advise the conductors of the 

magazine, in future, to depend for the 
support of their doctrines, more upon ar- 
gument and scripture authority, than up- 
on the bold assertion which so peculiar- 
ly characterises their two first numbers. 


* & * 
*1 Tim. ii. 6—7. ¢ lJohn ii. 2. £ Col. i. 20. 
§ Isai. xlv. 25. 4 1 Cor. xv, 28. 
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“ THE CHRISTIAN REPOSITORY.” 


The fourth number of this work is 
received ; in which the Editor acknow- 
ledges the mistake pointed out on page 
111, of this volume of the Messenger, 
in relation to our remarks on a piece 
signed “ Hyram,” in the second num- 
ber of the Repository, and which were 
inserted on page 52, of this volume ; 
and to the reasons which he has given 
for the mistake, being undoubtedly sa- 


‘| tisfactory to himself, we shall make no 


objection, having nothing personal ei- 
ther against the Editor, or the supposed 
author of the piece ; neither have we 
in the least changed our opinion re- 
spectingit. Whatever the author “ at- 
tempted” to do, it appears to us that he 
has done but very little, if any thing less 
cr more than what we named. It will 
be percieved that we only stated how 
the writing ‘“‘ aPPEARED TO us;” but 
we did not, neither do we now say that 
Hyram meant to be “ disingenuous ;” 
though, as it must be acknowledged, we 
left room to draw a conclusion that that 
was our opinion. Having thus explain- 
ed, we shall say no more on this part of 
the subject. 

What these writers seem to be trou- 
bled about, (for we refered to more than 
one,) is, that any one should give up 
the idea of future punishment ; and 
therefore, that they might come direct- 
ly to the point, we wrote the following, 
which we here insert again, with the 
reply from the Repository. 

“« If these writers really believe in a 
future punishment, that is, a punish- 
ment after death for sins committed in 
this life, let them state the doctrine 
clearly and explicitly, so that the dis- 
cussion may not be merely about words, 
and then state the scriptures on which 
they shall rely for its support; and shew 
that those scriptures must necessarily 
be so construed—and, when they have 
done this, we will either acknowledge 
the doctrine true, or show wherein 
they have failed in giving it support. 
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in the “ Gospel Visitant.” If these 

writers therefore, or any other, wish 

for further discussion on this subject, 

there is an opportunity, it being what 

we also most sincerely desire.” 
Repty. 








But before they attempt any thing of | punishment ; 
this kind, we advise them to read care- | negative ? we only say, if such a doc- 
fully and attentively the correspondence |trine is not revealed to us, as we con- 
which was published a few years since, | ceive it is not, why should we believe 


“ To this we answer, the correspond. 
ence alluded to in the Gospel Visitant, 
is far from satisfying us that there can 
be no punishment after this life. We 
have read the dissertation in that cor- 
respondence, on Christ’s preaching to 
the spirits in prison, page 296, Vol. ITT. 
and compared it with a piece on the 
same subject, and we believe by the 
same writer, page 220, Vol. I. a care- 
ful investigation of which the Editor of 
this work is willing to lay before the 
nublic if requested. Should any one 
feel disposed to correspond in opposi- 
tion to future punishment, we invite 
him to answer Hyram’s piece as found 
in this number. He will undoubtedly 
attempt to vindicate, and we hope can- 
didly, on that side of the question which 
he has chosen. Should this invitation 
be accepted by any one who writes for 
the Christian Messenger, the Editor 
thereof is requested to send an extra 
paper of every No. that contains such 
discussion, to the Editor of the Chris- 
tian Repository, that he may forward it 
to the writer who is thereby opposed.”’ 

Now, instead of accepting our invi- 
tation, as stated above, we are invited 
to answer a piece, which, in fact, says 
nothing on the subject; for we have 
carefully examined this piece, and like 
the former, written by Hyram, it quotes 
not a single text of scripture with a view 
to prove a future state of punishment. 
What is there then to “ answer ?” just 
nothing, since there is nothing on which 
the writer himself predicates his belief 
in future punishment. 

We perfectly agree with Hyram that 
the writings of Moses “ prove as con- 
clusively that there will be no future 
existence, as they do that there will be 
no future punishment.” Because, the 
fact is, they prove neither the one nor 
the other ; for how can they prove any 
thing on which, and concerning which 
they are totally silent? It is not pre- 
tended (as we know of,) that the scrip- 
tures prove that there will be wo future 
for how can they prove a 
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it?) Hyram must prove that the sow/ or 
mind of man is capable of existing 7 a 
conscious state without the body, be- 
fore he can expect that it will be ad- 
mitted that “the sow! or mind of man 
is immortal in this state of existence.” 
When the sow/ is possessed of immor- 
tal organs, we believe that also will be 
immortal, and not before. 
‘¢ ¢mmediate salvation of all,” however, 
notwithstanding it may be so apparent- 
ly, yet, in reality, 1s not contemplated by 
us. For to contemplate the dead, with- 
out anticipating the resurrection, we 
contemplate them as snowing nothing ; 
and, without knowledge, they are not 
susceptible either of happiness or of 
misesy. All that period of time, ie: it 
be longer or shorter, between natural 
death, that is, what is termed the death 
of the body, and the resurrection, 1s the 
same to us (or to the soul if you please,) 
as the time before we were born, or dur- 
ing the hours of sound sleep. 

Hyram will therefore perceive that 
we do not “admit that the sou/ or mind 
of man is immortal in this state of ex- 
astence;” and therefore, do not admit 
that “ immortality can and does expe- 
rience such exguiszte suffering in this 
state,” or that it either can or weil ex- 
perience any suffering in any state.— 
The saints in heaven, and even God 
himself, as we conceive, are no more 
than immortal, and if “the same Being 
who gives us 7mmortality, can make 
us susceptible of pain in that state,” 
then we may be susceptible of pain in 
heaven! But Hyram asks, **Who 
knows that immortality cannot suffer, 
even when it is become immortalized?” 
Immortality immortalized! If there be 
any meaning to this phrase, it is out of 
our sight. 

This is not designed as an answer to 
Hyram, for, as we observed before, we 
find nothing in it to answer on the sub- 
ject of future punishment ; nevertheless 
we shall forward an extra sheet of this, 
by which it will be perceived that ei- 
ther he, or the Editor of the Repository, 
or some one else, is again called upon 
to give his strong reasons for believing 
in future punishment, and the evidence 
from scripture on which those reasons 
are predicated. When this is done, we 
pledge ourselves, if life and health is 
spared, to fulfil our promise, as stated 
in a former paper, and repeated in this. 
If evidence can be found in the scrip- 
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tures of divine truth, which will prove 
the certainty of future punishment, there 
will be no occasion to call up the shades 
of the venerable and pious [Vinchester, 
in a dream, (as bes been done by H. 
which we suspect, however, was adream 
wide awake!) to tell us of “ the pre- 
sent state of our once pure, but now 
corrupted doctrine.” Such means, when 
brought as they sometimes are in sup- 
port of the cruel and unmerciful doc- 
trine of endless misery, have always 
been disgusting to us, and we consider 
them no better in support of any cause 
whatever. 


From the London Universalist Miscellany, 


Rule for understanding the word, aut, 
in Scripture. 

It is well known that the word a//, as 
it occurs in the Scriptures, admits of 
various acceptations. Sometimes it 
means literally and mathematically, the 
whole, without any exception ; at other 
times only a part, and some times only 
asmall part. These different uses of it 
have contributed much to support the 
controversy, which has long existed 
concerning the extent of the death of 
Christ, and Christians on both sides, 
have argued with apparent force, alter- 
nately insisting on the restricted or un- 
limited sense of the word. Coulda cer- 
tain extent be found in the Scriptures 
themselves, to determine always how we 
are to understand it, much dispute would 
be avoided, andthe controversy relative 
to the extent of the death of Christ would 
be settled ; and by the same rule, the 
doctrine of the Restoration might be 
proved to be true or false. It is rea- 
sonable to suppose that the Scriptures 
do afford sufficient ground for such a 
rule ; for it is contended that the Bible 
is a plain book, and easy to he under- 
stood, zn all its doctrines and precepts, 
by every honest and diligent reader of 
it. Let the following rule therefore be 
kept in view, viz. ‘That whenever we 
meet with the word a//, in connexion 
with any point of doctrine, it always 
means /iterally and mathematically the 
whole, including all its parts ; but where 
it is used Aistorically, it frequently ad- 
mits of hyperbole. This use of the 
word is consistent with common sense 
and common usage. If any man can 
find a single exception to this rule in 











the whole Bible, he is invited to make 
it known. ‘To illustrate this rule, con- 
sider Heb. ii. 8. For in that he put all 
in subjection under him, he left nothing 
that is not put under him, And also 
1 Cor. xv. 27. * For he hath put all 
things under his feet. But when he 
saith all things are put under him, it is 
manifest that he, only,is excepted which 
did put all things under him.’ In these 
passages the Apostle gives instances of 
the word being taken in its fullest lati- 
tude, when connected with doctnings, 
When we meet with it in relatig.7 
the death of Christ for men, the same 
extensive sense of the word is necessa- 
rily understood, as Isa, liii. 6. ¢ The 


Lord hath laid on him the iniquity of 


us all.’ The prophet had been saying, 
‘ All we like sheep have gone astray : 
we have turned every one to his own 
way.’ It is evident that he here de- 
scribes the whole human race; for we 
have all sinned and come short of the 
glory of God ; so that he asserts, that 
all who have gone astray, have had 
their iniquities laid upon Christ. This 
can never be disproved, unless it can be 
showed that some men have not sinned ; 
which would be an express contradic- 
tion both to Scripture and experience. 

In historical passages it is different, 
as in Matt. ili. 5,6. ¢ Then went out 
to him Jerusalem, and ail Judea, and 
all the region round about Jordan, and 
were baptized of him in Jordan.’ Here 
we must understand only a part of Je- 
rusalem, &c. For we are elsewhere 
told, that the Scribes and Pharisees re- 
jected John’s baptism. 

But we are no where told of any for 
whom Christ did not die; nor any 
where told of any who are not given to 
him, &c, It is presumed, therefore, 
that the above rule is strictly true, and 
if kept in view, in reading the scrip- 
tures, will be of great service to serious 
inquirers after truth. 





ERRATA, 


Owing to the Editor’s being absent lasi 
week, the following errors escafied detection. 


Page 145, col. 2, line 7, for offSprings, read 


offspring. 
— id. ib. 26, for promises, read 

premises. 
—— 146, 2, 22, for 2 Judges, read 

Judges ii. 
148, 3 6, for would, read will 
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